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THE 
INTRODUCTION. 
I is well known that the People called 


a —— — GER. T SE A 


2uakers have not long ago laid heavy Im- 
putations on the Parochial Clergy of our 
National Church for the laſt forty years. 

The Charge is, that they have carried on 
many vexatious and oppreſſive Suits of Law, 
for the Recovery of their reſpective Dues and 

Rights, in the Eccleſiaſtical, Exchequer, and 
other Courts of Law, whereas they might (as 
the ſaid Qzakers pretend) have recovered them 
with much leſs Expence and Trouble of the 
Quakers, by application to the neighbouring 
Juſtices of the Peace. 
| Now ſuch repeated Vexation and Oppreſſion 
being Crimes of an heinous Nature, it may 
reaſonably be expected, that the Clergy, if in- 
nocent, | ſhould vindicate themſelves from the 
Aſperſions caſt upon them, and not implicitly 
ſubmit to Charges ſo very invidious, nor fit 
down (as it would be interpreted by the World) 
with a conſcious Silence. 
Indeed the Qyaker-Accuſations of the Clergy 
have been fo thoroughly examined and effectu- 
ally confuted, with regard to the Proſecutions 
complained of in one Dioceſe, namely, that of 
London, that ſufficient encouragement has becn 
. 1 A 2 given 
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(ir) 
given to enquire into the Facts charged on the 
Clergy of other Dioceſes. How diſingenuouſly, 
and in ſeveral Caſes how falſely, the Facts rela- 
ting to Proſecutions of the Quakers in the Dio- 
ceſe of Lichfield and Coventry, have been re- 
preſented by them, may ſecurely be left to the 
Determination of every Impartial Reader of the 
following Examination: From peruſing which, 
and making a proper Judgment accordingly, I 
ſhall no longer detain him, than to aſſure him, 
that nothing but'a firm perſuaſion of the Inno- 
cency of the Clergy, and of the Strictneſs of 
the Connection between a Vindication of the 
Honour of the Clergy and that of Religion, 
joined with a fincere Affection for both of them, 
could have prevailed with me to be at the Trou- 
ble of examining the late Account of Qyaker- 
Proſecutions, ſo far as it concerns the Dioceſe of 
Lichfield and Coventry. An Account, full of 
Ambiguities and Errors, with regard to the 
Names of Incumbents, Livings, Dues, and dif- 
ferent Dioceſes; and I may juſtly add, that 
abounds with ſuch Equivocations as ill become 
a People pretending to the greateſt Simplicity. 

Another Motive concurs with thoſe now aſ- 
ſigned for the Publication of the following Pa- 
pers, namely, that there is good Reaſon to be- 
lieve another Attempt will one day be made in 
Parliament by the Qyakers upon the Rights of 
the Parochial Clergy, I mean, the Liberty they 
enjoy in common with all other Engliſh Subjects 
of 4 their Rights in * of the King's 


3 Courts 


(* 


Courts of Juſtice. For the Prevention of any 


Advantages that in Caſe of ſuch an Attempt 


may poſſibly be derived from a Neglect of the 
2uaker-Proſecutions, as offered by that Sect to 
the Publick, which probably may be conſidered 
by ſome ſort of Adverſaries as unanſwerable, if 
not actually anſwered ; and likewiſe in Support 
of the Reputation and Intereſt of the Clergy, 
that are deeply affected in the preſent Caſe; I 
thought it my Duty not to defer any longer a 
Vindication of the Clergy of the Dioceſe of 
Lichfield and Coventry, by ſetting the Facts that 
have been publickly alledged by the Quakers in 
a true Light. 
And ſince the Quakers have already publiſh- 
ed (beſides the Account of their Proſecutions 
for the laſt forty Years, Part of which is here 


examined) one Volume of the Secret Hiſtory 


of their Sufferings, from the very Riſe of OE 
Sect, vzz, from 1650 to 1660, and (as is gene- 
rally thought) deſign to publiſh a. Continuati- 
on of that long- ſuppreſſed, and therefore ſuſ- 
pected, Hiſtory, down to the 7th and 8th of 
King William; and likewiſe ſince, agreeably to 
the ſaid publiſhed Specimen of their Hiſtory, 
more Reflections on the Parochial Clergy may 
be juſtly expected during ſo long a Period of 
Time, I think it not improper to anticipate, in 

ſome meaſure, the Publication of their entire 
Hiſtory, and to prepare the World for ſuch a 
Reception of it as moſt probably it will deſerve, 


* laying before the Publick the following Proof 
of 


- 223 
——— 2 — —-— => — 2 — Ve 


; (vi) 
of the little Credit that is due both to the pub- 
liſhed and the unpubliſhed Hiſtory of their Sect. 


It is a Narrative, taken out of the Zife of Mr. 
Fobn Pennyman, 2d Edition, 1703 ; a Perſon 
that had been deceived by the High Pretenſions 
of the Leading 2ya#ers for ſome time, but was af. 
terwards undeceived himſelf, and laboured much 


in the remaining Part of his Life to undeceive 
others. Theſe are his Words at P. 8th, gth, and 


*« Toth. In the Years 1661 and 1662, there hap- 


ce pened to be great Differences amongſt Them 
* vg. the Qyakers] about outward Affairs: 
* One material thing was, that the Books that 


cc were given to the Parliament touching their 


*« Sufferings, wherein they frequently printed 
e many falſe Relations; which when He [viz. 
John Pennyman,] John Oſgood, William Pen- 


* nington, William Gofivell, M * Stanchffe, 


e Nicholas Bond, and divers others had full In- 


“formation thereof, and being greatly troubled 
< thereat, acquainted the Men's Meeting about 


« outward Affairs therewith, telling them 


<« what a fad thing it was (eſpecially for ſuch 


* that pretended to be guided by the ſame 


„Spirit the Penmen of the Scripture were) 
ce to print and publiſh ſo many Lyes as had 
been done. This cauſed very great De- 


a bates for ſeveral Weeks together, for it ſeems 


cc it reflected upon George Fox, the Orderer of 
« theſe Matters, and upon one Ellis Hooks, that 


© was his Writer, and Clerk to the ſaid Meet- 
e ing, who upon Examination they all faid was 


ce « neither 


(vi) 

ce neither fit nor capable of writing and print- 
« ing the Sufferings fp exałliy and truly as they 
“ ought to be done; — _ acknowledged by 
« eyery one preſent, who thereu reed to 
" 2 — that might be Kaas un- 
_ « dertake that Buſineſs; and whilſt the Perſons 
d aboveſaid were conſulting about it, an antient 

Quader, and zealous for G. Fox, told them, 
e that He being the firſt Promoter and Manager 
« of the Friends Sufferings, they ought not to be 
te faken out of his hands, &e. And notwith- 
« ſtanding the Men's Meeting paid Ellis Hooks 
“his Salary, and who had declared him to be 
<« uncapable as above, yet G. Fox (with the 
© Concurrence of Gilbert a and Gerrard 
© Roberts, two Preachers, and one Amor Stod- 
dert, three of the ancienteſt and principal 
Leading Quakers, and great Admirers of 
“G. Fox) ke 


«© ment, to the great Diſſatisfaction of all the 
« faid Meeting (excepting thoſe three mention- 


ed) who ſeeing the Buſineſs (which they had 


« taken a great deal of Care and Pains to recti- 


« fy) ending thus, and that things were come 
to that paſs, that G. Fox's Honour and Will 
© muſt be preferred before the Truth, made 
Mr. Pennyman break forth in theſe words; 
e have not forſaken my Kindred, my Acquain- 
* tance, the Glory of this World, for Truth and 
* Rrghteouſneſs-ſake, to come and uphold Iniquity 
te amongſt ourſelves; and ſo departed, intending 
never to go more; and to that End had writ- 

| | | . cc ten 


him Rill in the fame Employ- 


(vii) 
© ten a Letter to ſignify the Reaſon of his with- 
e drawing ; but John Ofgood, his other intimate 
and Boſom-friend, who was (with ſome others 
as much diſſatisfied as himſelf ) adviſing him 
<* not to ſend it, but to continue his frequenting 
ce the ſaid Meetings, the which he conſented 
e to; and afterwards he ſaw many more ſuch like 
0 Pradlices, which added great Grief and 
* Wounding to his Soul, and which cauſed him 
9 v4 with ſeveral other diſſatisfied Perſons, viz. 

« J. O. M. S. V. P. W. G. &c. abovemen- 
< tioned) to retire into the Woods near Hangers- 
© Green, about three or four Miles from Lon- 
« Jon, and there lamented and bemoaned the 
« ſaid Degeneracy of many of the Leaders of 
e their People, who, though they preached and 
c exhorted every one to be faithful to the Truth 
* that was manifeſted to them, yet contrary 
< thereto did themſelves give up their Under- 
« ſtandings and Judgments to G. Fox, as in the 
e Bufmneſs about Sufferings, and alſo in many 
ce others that might be named, and that not on- 
ly in relation to outward Concerns, but alſo 
© to thoſe that were more ſpiritual and ſuper- 
ce natural: which being largely treated on by 
ce William Rogers, Merchant, and an eminent 
te Perſon of their own Society, in eight ſeveral 
« Tracts, ſtiled, The Chriſtian Quaker diſtin- 
© gu iſhed from the Apoſtate and Innovator ; and 
e in their Anſwers to him, they are ſo far from 
& denying the ſaid Practice, that they own and 

« juſtify the ſame : See A Epiſtle of Caution, 


3 


4 


3. Printed 168 1, and Their Anfiver, &c. 


0 5 S. Taylor, p. 12, 13. Printed 1682. So 
« that it is needleſs to inſert any thing here up- 
ce on that ſubject.” | 

After ſo authentick an Account of the Want 
of Truth and Sincerity in the Compilers of the 
Hiſtory of the Quakers Sufferings, it is ſuper- 
fluous to add any Reflections upon it, ſince eve- 
ry intelligent and honeſt Reader muſt unavoid- 
ably be ſo ſhocked as to draw the proper Infe- 
_ rence from the foregoing Narrative, both with 
regard to the Secret Hiftory of the Quakers Suf- 


erings, and the Account of their Proſecutions 


by the Clergy that is now under our immediate 


Conſideration, And this Key of their more an- 
tient Hiſtory from Mr. Pennyman, in Concur- 
rence with the following Examination of the 
Facts reported by them, with relation to the 
Dioceſe of Lichfield and Coventry, that are 


nearer to our own Times, and therefore capable 


of being more accurately enquired into, will I 
hope contribute to ſatisfy the reſt of the World 


how little Reaſon there is to imagine that any 


future Attempt of the Quakers can have any 
Influence on the Legiſlature in conferring new 


Favours upon them, and much leſs ſuch as are 


| injurious to the National Clergy. 
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AN 8 
EXAMINATION 
2 a 
B O O K 
Lately printed by the 


OAK ERS. 


INTITULED, 


A Brief Account, &c, ſo far as the CLERGY 
of the Dioceſe of Licu#izD and Cove N- 
TRY are concerned in it. 


DERBYSHIRE. 
The Qua ER'S Charge. 


1711. SPOHAN Freeth and TFoſeph Freeth, 
both of Cheſterfield, were proſecu- 


ted for Tythes, at the Suit of Ri- 
chard Milner and Jobn M. oodward Tythe-Far- 


mers. 


Fobn and Joſeph Freeth were taken u p by 
an Attachment and committed to the common 


Goal at Che vo on the 13th of October, 
1711. 


B 2 _- 


0 
The INCUMBENT's D:ſcharge. 


I find that Joh Freeth and Foſebh Preeth 


(called Quabers) were in the time of Mr. Higgss 


Incumbency | for in 1711 he was Vicar of 
_ Cheſterfield] proſecuted by Richard Milner and 
Fobn Woodward (Farmers of the Tythes with- 
in Newbold and Dun/tan-Hamletts, within the 
Pariſh of Cheſter field,) for Non-Payment of 
their reſpective great Tythes; and perſiſting in 
their Obſtinacy, were, by the ſaid Milner and 
Woodward, or by one Thomas Milner who mar- 
ried Woodward's Daughter, committed to the 
common Goal at Che/terfield, and very probably 
at the time in the Libel mentioned. So that 
the Charge ſeems to be true as to matter of 
Fact; but if there was any thing criminal in 
the Proſecution, it can by no means lye at the 
Incumbent's Door; becauſe the Vicars of 
Cheſterfield have no Right or Claim to ſuch 
great Tythes, thoſe being lodged in the Dean 
of Lincoln as Impropriator for the time being; 
and the ſaid Richard Milner and John Wood- © 
ward (or Thomas Milner his Son- in-Law) in 
the Libel mentioned, appear to be then Under- 
tenants to one Mr. Smith, who was Principal 
in the Leaſe under the Dean of Lincoln. | 
I have, I believe, the greateſt Number of 
thoſe People, and am the greateſt loſer by them, 
of any Clergyman in this County; and know 
Lot how to find Redreſs, unleſs I take very ri- 
"WM 7 > +; 20rous 


( 13 ) 
gorous Methods; the Juſtices of Peace cannot 


help me where che thing is of a great many 
you ſtanding, 


Sept. 6. 1737. THOMAS Hua. 
__ Vicar of Cheſterfield. 


Wirkfworth and Cheſterfield J can anſwer my 
ſelf for at leaſt twenty, and almoſt thirty years, 
that in the former there are very few of that 

Denomination, [ viz. of the Qyakers,] and I 
verily believe not any Proſecution for at leaſt 
thirty Years: And in the latter, as there are 
pretty many of thoſe refractory People, ſo we 
are forced to diſtrain upon all our People for 
Eccleſiaſtical Dues, unleſs ſome of them will 
ſometimes permit a N eighbour to lay them 
down for them. 

| Our Method of proceeding againſt them has 
been generally by the Warrants of the Magi- 
ſtrates within our Corporation, or thoſe of oy 
Juſtices of the Peace for the County without. 

I never knew any 2uaker impriſoned, vi. 
for Tythes, in any Pariſh where I have been 
concerned. 

The 2uakers about Little Cheſter and Codner 
I am told have paid their Tythes pretty readily 
to the Impropriators, but not ſo hereabouts, nor 
can we yet find any Difference in their Diſpoſi- 
tion for the better. 


Sept. 27, 1737.  Tromas HINcCKESMAN, 
Vicar of C 7 
be 


(44). 


The QUAKER's s Charge. 


1711. William Hancock of Cutthorpe was 
proſecuted in the Exchequer, at the Suit of 
Richard Milner and Fobn Woodward Tythe- 
Farmers. 

1712. Wilkam Hancock afraid was proſe. 
cuted in the Common-Pleas, at the Suit of the 
ſame Tythe-Farmers. 

William Hancock was taken up by an Attach- 
ment out of the Exchequer, and committed to 
the common Goal at Cheſterfield on the 13th of 
October 1711, and continued Priſoner till the 
25th of the Month called March 1712, and 
was then ſet at Liberty by the Proſecutor's Or- 
der, who dropt his Suit in the Exchequer ; and 
ſoon after proceeded againſt him in the Com- 
 mon-Pleas for treble Damages, got an Execu- 

tion, and for an original Demand of 16s. 9 d. 
for fix years, made a Seizure of his Houſhold 
Goods, and a Cow, to the Value of twenty 
Pounds, leaving him nothing of Value for the 
uſe of his Wife and Children, 


The IncuMBEeNT's Diſcharge. 


In anſwer to the 2aker's Charge about the 
Proſecution of William Hancock of Cutthorpe, 
I find upon Enquiry that there was ſuch a Per- 
ſon reſiding there, who had his Goods diftrain- 
ed on, and I believe by the Tythe-Farmers ſpe- 

cified 


1 3 

cified in the Charge, who both lived in a Ham- 
let of Cheſterfield, and ſued the ſaid Hancock 
for Dues, &c. belonging to Newbold without 
the Pariſh of Cheſterfield, though he reſided 
and dwelt at Cutthorpe within this Pariſh ; [v/z. 
Brampton] but the Miniſter of Brampton was 
nothing at all concerned in it, he being only en- 
titled to a ſmall a Moiety of the white Tythe, 
Vis, Wool and Lamb-ſkin, in the Pariſh of 
Brampton ; for the Great Tythes are paid to 
four Lay-perfons who rent the whole of Mr. 
Smith of Gloxceſterſhire, who farms the whole 
Rectory of Cheſterfield of the Dean of Lincoln. 
So that nothing of the Charge relates to us at 
Brampton. For I cannot, after a ſtrict Enqui- 
ry, learn that any of my Predeceſſors, Incum- 
bents upon this Place, ever gave any Cauſe for 
Complaint upon this Occaſion. And I am ſure, 
as to my own Particular, that for twenty four 
Years, all the Time of my Reſidence here, I 
have never given them the leaſt Diſturbance, 
but have tamely perſiſted in forbearing to reco- 
ver my poor Dues from that obſtinate People, 
notwithſtanding my low Circumſtances (a nu- 
merous Family and curta ſupellex) have ſome- 
times hurried me on to take a legal Remedy. 
I have demeaned myſelf hitherto with Modera- 
tion and Lenity, but Old age and Poverty ap- 
proaching make me in ſome meaſure now and 

then uneaſy. I 
Octob. 5. 1737. SETH ELLIS, 
3 Miniſter of Brampton. 


(2605 
It appears from Mr. Thomſon's Extract of the 
Exchequer, that no Bill was filed there againſt - 
Wilkam Hancock. 

And it is fo far from being true, that an 
Action not filed in the Exchequer can be re- 
moved from thence into the Common-Pleas, 
that if an Action had been filed in the Exche- 
quer, it could not be removed into the Com- 


mon-Pleas. 
From Mr. Watſon, Keeper of the Re- 


cords of the Common-Pleas. 


STAFFORDSHIRE. 


The Quaker” $ Cherge.. 


1700, Thomas Shi 'pley of Loxley was profe- 
cuted in the Eccleſiaſtical Court for Tythes, at 
the Suit of Staring Wood, Tythe- farmer. 

Thomas Shipley, for a Demand of about 1 £& 
for Tythe of Oats, was impriſoned at Stafford, 
on a Signiſicavit out of the Eccleſiaſtical Court. 


The IncumBenT's Diſcharge. 


I have ſent you the beft Account I can get 
of the Qualer's Caſe in this Pariſh, [of which 
Loxley is part] who was proſecuted in the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical Court for Tythes in the Year 1700. 
Mr. Starting [not Starling] Wood, then Tythe- 
farmer, has been dead many Years, but the 


| Waker, Thomas I TE was proſecuted 
at 


E 
at his Suit, is ſtill living in this Town. A 
few Days fince 1 accidentally met with him, 
and he informed me that for Subſtraction of 
Tythes in 1700, he was proſecuted by 
Mi. Starting Wood Tythe-Farmer, and ſent to 
Stafford; but as he had at that Time ſeveral 
Landlords, they ſoon fatisfied the Proſecu- 
tor's Demands, and he was ſet at Liberty. 
In 1704, he was cited into the Eccleſtaſtical 
Court, at the Suit of Mr. Richard Fackſon, 
then Vicar of this Pariſh, for refuſing to pay 
his ſmall Tythes and Eafter-Offerings ; and 
contemning the Juriſdiction of the Court, a 
Signiſicavit (which is now in my Hands) 
was iſſued out againſt him, and he was again 
ſent to Stafford, by a Warrant from a Juſ- 
tice of the Peace ; he ſays he was not long 
there, the Money being paid as before by his 
Landlords, and that he never was confined 
in the County-Goal, but was allowed by the 
Keeper of the Priſon to live and walk in 
what Part of the Town he pleated. This 
Account of Thomas Shipley's Caſe is confirm- 
ed by many credible Perſons in this Pariſh, 
and I believe he is the only Rater in it, 
who was ever proſecuted on the like Occafion. 
He has long fince forſaken his Employment 
as an Huſbandman; and I have never had 
Occaſion to make any Demand for Tythes 
upon him. Though we have near a thou- 
ſand Houſes, we have only two Families 
who are Quakers i in this Pariſh, and they pay 
C "mew 


( 18 ) 
their Dues without any Scruple, The Dean 
and Chapter of Wind/or are the Impropria- 
tors here; and Mr. Starting Wood, the Proſe- 
cutor of Thomas Shipley, was their Tythe- 
Farmer, | that is, had a Leaſe of the Tythes 
from them] and never had any Concern with 
the Incumbent, who has no Share in the 
Tythe of Corn. 


Auguſt 22. 1737. HENRY CoTTon, 
” Miniſter of Urtoxiter. 


Eætracs from the Regiſiry of Lichfield. 


I have ſearched our Office and Court- 
Books for the Proceedings in the Cauſe 
againſt Shipley (a Quaker) of Loxley, but 
without Succceſs, and can neither find the 
leaſt Entry of any ſuch Cauſe, nor ſo much 
as a Citation extracted; ſo that it muſt be 
taken for granted, that the Qyakers are 
wrong in their Relation of that Fact, as I 
found them ſo in an Inſtance or two, which 
I had Orders to look into in the Dean and 
_ Chapter's Regiſtry here. 


EDwARD SHORT, Chapter-Clerk. 
The QUAKER's Charge. | 
1703. John Gratton, Widow Botham, and 


Jobn Blower of Leek, were proſecuted in the 
Eccleſiaſtical 


E 
Eccleſiaſtical Court for Eaſter-Reckonings, 
at the Suit of Thomas Walthall Vicar of 
Leek. - os - 

The Vicar in his Libel againſt Gratton, 
Botham, and Blower, made a Claim of 
Smoke-Penny, viz. for every Meſſuage of 
20 J. or upwards, 11. For every unmarried 
| Perſon putting up Smoke, below Stairs or 
above, 7 d. For every married Perſon put- 
ting up Smoke, gd. And if two or three 
different Perſons or Families, under the ſame 
Roof, put up each of them a ſeveral diſtinct 
Smoke, 7 d. a Piece. And for every Boarder 
or Tabler within the ſaid Pariſh, 2 d. a Piece 
to be paid to the Parſon. But the Proceed- 
ings of the Eccleſiaſtical Court were put a 
Stop to by a Prohibition granted out of one 
of the Courts of Weſtminſter. 

1707. John Blower of Leek was proſecu- 
ted in the Eccleſiaſtical Court for Eaſter- 
| Reckonings, at the Suit of Thomas Walthall 
Vicar of Leek. Tohn Blower was commit- 
ted to Stafford-Goal by a Writ de Excommu- 
nicato capiendo, on the 25th of the Month 
called Auguſt 1707, and, after about nine 
Months Impriſonment, was diſcharged by a 
Superſedeas in the Month called May 1708. 


The IncuMBENT's Diſcharge. 
The Reverend Mr. Talthall, Vicar of 


Leek, mentioned in the 2yaker's Charge, 
= died 
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died in the Year 1711. And Iam aſſured from 
very credible Perſons, who were well acquainted 
with Mr. Walthall and his Conteſts with the 
Puakers; that Botham, Blower, and Grat- 
ton, mentioned in the uater”s Charge, were 
proſecuted in the Ecclefiaſtical Court for 
Eaſter-Reckonings at the Suit of Mr. Wal- 
thall.— That the ſaid Mr. Walthall in carry- 
ing on his Proſecution againſt them made 
ſome Miſtake, (which from my little Ac- 
quaintance with ſuch Affairs I cannot proper- 

ly deſcribe) upon which a Prohibition was 
granted ont of one of the Courts of Weft 
minſter to put a Stop to the Proceedings, and 
the Charge of the Proſecution was all thrown 
upon Mr. Walthall, and that the aforeſaid 
Bl:wer was afterwards committed to Stafford- 
Goal. I am inclined to think this is a true 
Account, or very near it, becauſe all that I 
have enquired of, who remember Mr. Wal- 
thall and his Struggles with the Qyaters, agree 
in the ſame Relation of them. 


Oftob. 12. 1737. Johx DainTRy, 
Vicar of Leek. 


Extract of the Regiflry of the _ of 
Lichfield. 


Jobn Gratton, Widow Botham, and John 
Blower of Leek, were ſued in the Reclefafti- 


cal Court for Eaſter- Dues at the Suit of the 


| Reverend 


„ 

Reverend Mr. Thomas Walthall Clerk, then 

Vicar of Leek : The Proceedings were ſtop- 
ped againſt Botham, but regularly carried on 
to Sentence againſt Gratton and Blower ; and 
a Superſedeas being afterwards obtained on 
behalf of Gratton, the Vicar dropt the 
whole Proceedings, loſt his Dues, and paid 
his own Coſts. It is true the Vicar in his 
Libel declared. for a Smoke-Penny, vig. for 
every Meſſuage of 20 J. or upwards 11. For 
every unmarried Perſon putting up Smoke 
below Stairs or above 7 d. For every married 
Perſon putting up Smoke 9d. And if two 
or three different Perſons or Families under 
the ſame Roof put up each of them a ſeve- 
ral diſtin Smoke 7 d. a piece; and for every 
Boarder or Tabler within the ſaid Pariſh 2 d. 
a piece; and though the Vicar obtained Sen- 
tence upon the moſt legal Proofs, he was yet 
defeated both of Dues and Coſts by reaſon 
of the aforementioned Super ſedeas. And it 
is to be obſerved that Lech is a Market-Town 
and a large populous Pariſh of great Extent, 
and that the poor Vicar's whole Subſiſtence 
aroſe chiefly from ſuch ſmall Dues as are 
aforementioned, and that he did not make 
above 50 l. per Annum in the whole, and 
paid more than a Tenth to get them col- 


lected. 
EDWARD SHoRT, Chapter-Clerk. 


oy 
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150. John Blower is charged with being 
facd - 2 Inſtance of the Reverend Me 
Thomas Walthall Vicar of Leek, but we ſup- 
poſe the Vear is miſtaken, for our Repertory 
gives no Account of the Proceedings. 


 EpwarD SHORT, Chapter-Clerk. 


The QUaxrR's Charge, 

1704. Thomas James was profecuted in 
the Eccleſiaſtical Court for Tythes at the Suit 
of Thomas White Vicar of Langdon. 

Thomas James was committed to Priſon 
by Warrant from two Juſtices, grounded on 
a Certificate out of the Biſhop's Court at 
Lichfield. | | | 


De INcuMBENT's Diſcharge. 


That Thomas James was certified to the 
Juſtices December 1. 1704, for his Contu- 
macy in not appearing to a Citation returned 
againſt him in the Dean and Chapter's Court 
at Lichfield, at the Inſtance of Themas White 
Vicar. of Longdon [not Langdon] is all that 
appears from the Regiſter of the Proceedings 
of the ſaid Court relating to the Profecution 
of the ſaid Thomas James. The incloſed 


here following] is the only atteſted Account 


I can procure of his Treatment conſequent 
upon that Certificate. For the better under- 
5 ſtanding 


1 (23) 

ſtanding of which be pleaſed to obſerve, that 
Mr. White was Prebendary of Longdon, and 
therefore the Right of Preſentation to the 
Vicarage of Longdon was his; when it be- 
came vacant, he held it himſelf for ſome 
Years, and Mr. Adey was his Curate : Which 
Mr, Adey had ſome of the Glebe and the 
Eaſter-Dues as Part of his Salary, and the 
chief Management in collecting the Tythes 
Sc. for Mr. White in his Abſence, who had 
a Living [Stratford at Bow] near London, 
on which he was reſident at the Time of 
Thomas Fames's Proſecution ; which, though 
in the Name of Mr. Fh:te, yet as the Di- 
rection of Affairs in Mr. White's Abſence 
was committed to Mr. Adey, it is to be attri- 
buted to and was conducted by him. This 
is the Reaſon why his Name frequently oc- 
curs in the incloſed Account.—I have endea- 
voured by all poſſible means to diſcover on 
what Conditions Thomas Fames was releaſed 
from Priſon ; but, as the Perſon who was the 
chief Inſtrument in that Affair is long ſince 
dead, and his Children which are now alive, 
were at that Time (as we commonly ſay) 
out in the World, 1 have not been able to 
get any certain Knowledge of that Affair. 
Some are of Opinion that Mr. Cope was em- 
ployed by Mr. Adey himſelf to perſwade him 
to ſome Compliance; others that he did it at 
the Intreaty of Thomas Famess Wife; but 
all that J have conſulted are of Opinion 2 

| | t 


(24) 
the Affair was made up on Terms not the 
moſt favourable to Mr. #h:te's or Mr. Adey's 
Pocket ; (whichſoever of them bore the Ex- 
pence,) again, all agree that there was an 
Arrear of Tythes and Dues of many Years 


ſtanding due from the ſaid Thomas Fames, | 


though now at this Diſtance of Time I can- 

not tell of what Number of Yeais or what 
Sum it amounted to, though I have made as 
ſtrict Enquiry as I could here; therefore I 
imagine, the Qyaker's Charge is falſe, viz. 
That Thomas Fames was proſecuted for 
Tythes recoverable by the Act of 7. and 8. 
W. z. For if the Sum did not exceed the 


Limitation in the Act mentioned, yet I con- 


ceive the Time did, —Complaint, according 
to that Act, muſt be made to the Juſtices 
within two Years after the Tythes become 

due, —Some of the Tythes had been due 
from Thomas James above two Years — Were 
then thoſe Tythes which had been due above 
two Years recoverable by Complaint to the 
Juſtices? How is the Vicar of Longdon, or 
the Curate in his Name, blameable for ſuing 
in the Eccleſiaſtical Court? All the Hard- 
ſhips then (if ſuch they are) which Thomas 
Fames underwent, were owing to his invin- 
cible unreaſonable Obſtinacy, who, though 
living under the Protection of the Laws of 
the Land, would not by any Means be pre- 
vailed upon to ſubmit himſelf to the Laws of 
the Land. But ſuppoſe the Tythes recovera- 
ble by the ſaid Act; yet there does not ap- 

- pear 


625) 
pear any Deſign of Oppreſſion or Perſecution 
in the Proſecutor.— His Forbearance for ſo 
many Vears before the Proſecution, his great 
Unwillingneſs after that to have the Party 
impriſoned, and his Sollicitude for his En- 
largement when he was impriſoned, are very 
ſtrong preſumptive Arguments againſt ſuch a 
Suppoſition, and every impartial Man will 
rather attribute the Proſecution to Ignorance, 
or Miſtake, or almoſt any thing elſe which 
may take off ſo heavy an Imputation from a 
Man, who had always the Character of an 
honeſt good-natured Man, T 
March 22. 1737. Joun WRITE, 
12 Vicar of Longdon. 
P..S. Mr. White has been dead about 
twenty-eight Years, and Mr. Adey 
about nineteen Years, 


In the Year 1704 (as I believe, for I am 
not certain as to the particular Year) I Henry 
| Cope was one of the Headboroughs of Long- 
don, and by virtue of a certain Paper from 
the Dean's Court at Lichfield, I took Thomas 

ames a Quaker of the Pariſh of Longdon 
aforeſaid before Richard Pyott of Streethay 
| Efq; one of his Majeſty's Juſtices of the 
Peace for the County of Stafford, calling 
to my Aſſiſtance Thomas Gee of the ſaid Pa- 

riſh of Longdon. When we came to his 
Houſe and told him our Buſineſs, he refuſed 
D . to 


Ly 

go. on foot and inſiſted on our hiring an 
Horſe, which we accordingly did. When 
we came before the Juſtice, He [the Juſtice] 
did what he could to perſwade him not to be 
obſtinate, but to ſubmit to pay his Dues ei- 
ther by himſelf or ſome Friend, that other- 
wiſe he ſhould be obliged (though much 
againſt his Inclination) to commit him to 
Priſon as the Law directed. He obſtinately 
refuſed to comply, returning very ſurly and 
inſolent Anſwers.— Calling to refreſh our 
ſelves in our Return through Lichfield, Tbo- 
mas Fames got drunk in a moſt beaſtly man- 
ner; I got up behind him to ſupport him, 
but before we had rode a Mile, while J quit- 
ted my Hold of him to direct the Horſe 
which was going out of the Road, he fell, 
and I was obliged to call my Aſſiſtant who 
was at ſome Diſtance in the Foot-Road to 
remount him. We brought him with much 
ado to Longdon-Green to the Houſe of the 
faid Thomas Gee, where he remained all 
Night; I went home that Night, and re- 
turned the next Morning with a Deſign to 
proceed to Stafford, when I received an Or- 
der from Mr, Adey, the then Curate to Mr. 
White Vicar of Longdon, to give him leave 
(if he would accept it) to return to his Fa- 
mily for ſome Time; in Hopes that when 
he came to conſider maturely what would be 
the Conſequence of his Obſtinacy, he would 
alter his Mind, to which we very earneſtly 
perſwaded 


( 27 ) 
perſwaded him ; he very thankfully accepted 
the Offer, which made us conceive great 
Hopes that he would be willing to come to 
| — Agreement. He promiſed at his De- 
parture, that if I ſent a Child only, he would 
be willing at any Time to attend me.—T 
heard no more of him till about ten Days 
after, when I received an Order from Mr. 
Adey to carry him to Stafford; I ſent one of 
Children to defire him to come to me, 
but he refuſed ; I therefore being fearful leaſt 
he ſhould eſcape or conceal himſelf, got an 
Horſe immediately, and went through a ve- 
violent Shower to his Houſe; I found him 
at Home. There were a great Number of 
Nuakers with him, all Strangers to me, who 
endeavoured to perſwade me to grant him 
longer Time; I told them I durſt not, I 
muſt do my Office; he then ſaid he would 
go with me; I carried him on another Horſe 
to the Jaylor's Houſe, where he remained a 
Fortnight or three Weeks, and then was re- 
leaſed, by what Means I cannot certainly 
tell, but have been. told it was through the 
Mediation of Mr. John Cope a Neighbour of 
his; but on what Conditions I never heard. 
l have never heard of any kind of Proſe- 
cution againſt any Qyaker before this, and [ 
am ſure there has not been any ſince. 
The above-written is ſtrictly true. 
Witneſs my Hand, 
- Hengy Cops. 
D 2 1 


(9?) 


I 3 Gee can atteſt the Truth of "AO x 
is above- written, being an Eye and Ear 
| Witneſs of it, till the ſaid Thomas James 
was permitted to return for ſome Time to his 
Family as aforeſaid, and have heard and be 
lieve the reſt. 


Witneſs my Hand, 
March 17. 1737. TuonAs Ges, 


Extraf of the Revifiry of the Court of 
Lichfield, id 


8 704. Thomas James of Longdon was ſued 

for Tythes in the Eccleſiaſtical Court of the 
Dean and Chapter of Lichfeld at the In- 
ſtance of the Reverend Mr. Thomas White 
the then Vicar, and upon Fames's refuſing to 
give a common Appearance, even from the 
17th of November 1704, to the iſt of De- 
cember following, the Court decreed him to 
be certified to the Juſtices ; but all this was 
done by the Court of the Dean and Chapter, 
and not of the Biſhop. 


EDwARD SHORT, Chapter-Clerk, 


The QUAKER's Charge. 


1716. William Ball of Cheſterfield was 
Foſeruted in the Eccleſiaſtical Court for 
Tythes, 


| 1 ) | 
Tythes, at the Suit of Robert Gras: Vicar 
of Shenſton. © 
William Ball was committed to Prifon by 
a Warrant from two Juſtices, grounded on a 
Certificate out of the Eccleſiaſtical Court. 


- IncuMBznT's Diſcharge. 


From the Office at Lichfield I find, Hila- 
ry Term 5th Seſſ. 13th March 1715, That 
Robert Grace Vicar of Shenſton returned a 
Citation againſt William Ball in a Cauſe of 

Tythes ; * his Non- appearance, a Certi- 
ficate was decreed to be made to the Juſtices 
according to the Statute. Here the Procced- 
ings of the Court ſtopped. That I might 
know the Confequenee of this, I went to the 
moſt credible Perſons in my Pariſh, that 
could recolle& any Part of the Conteſt, and 
am told by them, that William Ball was com- 
mitted to Priſon by a Warrant grounded on the 
aforeſaid Certificate, and that he was after ſome 
Time diſcharged ; but how long after, or 
by what Means I cannot learn. However 
that was, the Widow of the Perſon who 
brought the Action in Mr. Grace's N ame, 
tells me ſhe believes (but does not poſitively | 
ſay) that he [the Proſecutor ] paid the Coſts. 
If one of thoſe People can be more liti- 
gious than the reſt, this Ball is ſaid to have 
been ſo. For my Part, I neither knew him, 
om any of his F amily ; and whatever the 
| Number 
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Number of 2yaters may have been at that 


Time, I can now tell you with great Satiſ- 
faction, that I have but one Perſon in by 


Pariſh of their Opinion. 


March 25. 1738. Jonx LR IO, 
FW Vitar of Shenfton, 


Extrad am the Regiſtry of the Court 0 
| 5 Lichfield. 4 © 


1716. William Ball of Chefterfeld was 
ſued in the Eccleſiaſtical: Court for Tythes, 
due to the Reverend Mr. Robert Grace, Vi- 


car of Sbenſton, and upon his refuſing to give 
a common Appearance, the Court decreed 


. to be certified to the Juſtices, 
EDWARD SHORT, Chapter-Clerk. 


The QuAxER' 8 Charge. 


1728. Mojes Morris was proſecuted i in the 
Eccleſiaſtical Court for a Marriage-Fee. 


The Diſcharge of the Same, 


Though it be not here mentioned to what 
Pariſh Mojes Morris belonged, or whether 
the Proſecution of him was carried on by the 
Miniſter or the Pariſh-Clerk, yet the follow- 


ing Account is taken out of the Eccleſiaſtical 
Court : 


Es 


Court: vis. Moſes Morris of Rugely was 


| ſued in the Dean and Chapter's Court of 


Lichfield, and not in the Biſhop's, for Mar- 
riage-Fees due to the Reverend Mr. Dugard 
the then Vicar. The Cauſe was continued 
upon Libel, and Anſwers only from the 22d 
a November 1728 to the 20th of June 
1729; and. Morris was diſcharged, paying 
his own Coſts, which were very ſmall conſi- 
dering the Cauſe had pended ſeven Months. 


EDWARD SHORT, Chapter-Clerk. 
The QUAKER's Charge. 
1732, Allen England of Tamworth was 


proſecuted in the Common Pleas for Tythes, 


at the Suit of Thomas Malin. 
The IncuMBENT's Diſcharge. 


I have been Miniſter here upwards of 
twelve Years and a half; Mr. Antrobus was 
my immediate Predeceſſor, Mr. Collins his, 
and Mr. Langley before them both; which 
three Gentlemen, as far as I can learn, con- 


tinued ſucceſſively Miniſters here, about ſe- 


venty Vears altogether; and neither I, nor 
they, as fir as I can inform myſelf, had ever 
any Trial with the Quakers, there being few 
of that Sect amongſt us, and no manner of 
Tythes, neither Great nor Small, no not fo 

much 
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much as Eaſter-Dues, belonging to the 
Miniſter here, though perhaps it is one 
of the greateſt Cures in this Dioceſe; and 
ſo far was any Perſon, called Malin, from 
being Miniſter of Tamworth, that we ne- 
ver heard of a Clergyman of that Name; 
burt ſtill this, I apprehend, is the Abuſe Al- 
len England is guilty of, this the Cheat he 
would put upon the World. There is, after 
all, one Thomas Malin an Innholder, at the 
Sign of the King's Arms in this Town; who, 
as he tells me, and as I gueſſed before I ſent 
for him, about that Time, 1732, did rent 
Part of the Prebendal Tythes of the late 
William Finch, Eſq; of Canal-Hall in Staf- 
Fordſbire, then one of our Lay-Prebendaries 
or Impropriators here, in whoſe Tything Al- 
len England lived; who not being willing to 
pay ſome Demand of Tythe, the foreſaid 
Gentleman's Tenant, Thomas Malin, gets 
Mr. Stuart, an Attorney of Birmingham, to 
proſecute the Qyaker above, for Non-pay- 
ment of Tythe; which accordingly was done, 
and, as my Informer adds, they caſt Eng- 
land. Thomas Malin could not remember 
ſo well, nor give that exact Account of the 
whole Affair, as I could have wiſh'd for, and 
therefore J wrote to his Attorney, Mr. Stuart, 
in Birmingham, [whoſe Anſwer here follows] 
if there is any thing more material in it to 
clear up this Affair; but ſo much, I believe, 
may certainly be depended upon in the mean 
time; 


T3 
time; viz. that neither I nor any other 
Clergyman was concerned in proſecuting the 
Quaker, but only Mr. Stuart, at the Re- 
queſt of Thomas Malin, a Publick-Houſe- 
Keeper then, and Tenant alſo to one of our 
Lay-Impropriators or Prebendaries here, for 


Part of their Tythes. 


Aug. 24, 1737. RozzrT WiIIsox, 
f Miniſter of Tamworth. 


I muſtacquaint you that one Fobhn Malin of 
Tamworth , Innholder, had been Tenent to 
Lord Weymouth ſome Years, as I underſtood, 
for Land and Tythes in and about th: own; 
who dying 1731, left his Son Ju, then 
a Smith or Toy-maker here, his ſole E xecu- 
tor, and many Debts to pay: Among the 
Lifts of John Malin's Debtors, I found one 
Allen England, a Man unknown to me, 
Debtor for the Tythe of a Cloſe of Oats, 
about 15 Acres, lying in Tamworth, which 
he had, according to my Information, cut 
and carried away, without ſetting forth the 
Tythes, and which he did in a reſolute and 
deliberate Manner, having firſt fixed two 
Poſts with ſtrong Rails or Bars croſs the Gate- 
place of the Cloſe, to prevent any Waggon 
or Carriage coming to take any Tythe away; 
I ſent to him firſt to defire he would p:y 
for the Tythes without Trouble, hut could 

. E : get 
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get no Anſwer; I then brought an Action 
at Law in the Court of Common-pleas, and 
Declared in the uſual manner, firſt fixing the 
Tythes at 2 J. 10 5s. o d. then as the Statute 
directs for treble Value; he pleaded to the 
Action, and his Attorney pretended his Client 
would ſtand Trial; I made up the Record, and 
got every thing ready for Trial; but a few Days 
before the Aſſizes, his Attorney ſent word he 
would pay Debt and Charges, and accordingly 
paid me about 10 J. for Charges, and 40 Shil- 
lings for the Tythes; all which Expence he 
might have prevented, if he would have paid 
the poor Man the forty Shillings without 
trouble: The Tythes, as I was credibly in- 
formed, were worth fifty Shillings, although 
he paid but forty, This is what I can re- 
collect of the Matter at preſent. 

M8. 25, 1727. Joun STUART, 
Attorney in Birmingham. 


I believe Mr. Stuart's whole Account to 
be right of the Law-ſuit with Allen England, 
at the Requeſt of Thomas Malin, except 
where he makes Malin Tenant then to Lord 
Weymouth for Tythes; whereas Thomas Ma- 
lin aſſures me now, that the Tythes he and 
his Father rented, belonged, as I ſent an 
Account of before, to the late William Finch, 
Eſq; of Canal-Hall in Staffordſhire. 

Sept. 14, 1737. ROBERT WILSON, 

| Miniſter of Tamworth, 
. WW ARWICK- © 


( 
WARWICKSHIRE. 
The QUAKER's Charge. 


16 97. John Hawksford and Samuel Har- 
fer were proſecuted in the Eccleſiaſtical 
Court for four Pence per annum, for three 
Years Tythes, at the Suit of V illiam Dag- 
get, Parſon of Birmingham. Fobn Hawks- 
ford was committed to Priſon by a Warrant 
from Juſtices of the Peace, grounded on a 


Certificate out of the Eccleſiaſtical Court. 


The IscunBexT's Diſcharge. 


IF all the three Years Tythes, as I appre- 
hend, were not recoverable by the Act of 
King William, I think that is a ſufficient 
Anſwer to their [the Quaker's] Charge a- 
gainſt Mr. Dagget. As Harper was not im- 
priſoned, nor is ſaid in the Charge againſt 
Mr. Dagget to have ſuffered any other Pu- 
niſhment, I have made little Enquiry about 
him.--As to Hawksford, Tam credibly inform- 


ed, that the Cauſe of Action was not Tythes, 
of the yearly Value of four Pence, - as is ſet 


forth ; but of the yearly Value of more than 
ten Shillings. Many of his Friends, who 
were convinced of the Legality of Mr. Dag- 


| get's Demand, would have advanced the Mo- 


E 2 ney, 
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ney, and ſtopped all Proceedings, but he re- 
fuſed all Offers of this ſort, being reſolved to 
ſuffer any Hardſhips (as he ſaid) for Righte- 
. . ouſneſs-iake. THe Owner of the Land for 
which the Tythe was due, was one of the 
Juſtices who ſigned the Warrant for his 
Commitment to Goal. Hawksford ſeemed 
ſurprized that he ſhould ſign it, and asked 
him, if he ſent him to Goal, how he could 
expect his Rent? After this the Suit was 
removed into ſome of the ſuperior Courts, 
where the Juſtices Warrant was quaſh'd for 
want of Form, without any great Oppoſition 
on Mr. Dagget's part; upon which Hawks- 
ford was diſcharged, and this troubleſome 


Affair dropped. 
18, 1737. RICHARD Dovey, 
Rector of St. Martin's 
B Irminghan. 


Extract of the Regiftry of the Court i 
Lichfield. 


Jobn Hawksford and Samuel Harper were 
ſucd in the Eccleſiaſtical Court for Tythes, 
due to the Reverend Mr. William Dagget, 
then Rector of St. Martin's in Birmingham ; 
and upon their refuſing to give a common 
Appearance, Proceedings were diſcontinued 
againſt Harper, by reaſon of his Poverty, 


but | 


( 
but Hawksford was decreed to be certified to 
the . 


EDWARD Shok T, Chapter-Clerk. 


The Qu Ak E Rs Charge. 


1697. Richard Bromley of Stratford upon 
Avon, was proſecuted in the Eccleſiaſtical 
Court, at the Suit of Burman of 
Shottery, Renter of Offering-Money and 
Smoke- Money. 

Richard Bromley was proſecuted for about 
T welve-pence demanded for Offering- Money 
and Smoke-Money, till the Charges came to 
about fourteen Pounds: But his Excommu- 
nication and Impriſonment were prevented 
by a Prohibition. | 

1700. Richard Bromley of Stratford upon 
Avon was proſecuted in the Exchequer, for 
five Pence demanded for three Year's Smoke- 
Money, Offering-Money, and Garden-Pen- 
ny, at the Suit of the aforeſaid Burman 
Tythe-Farmer. 


—_— Diſcharge of the ſame. 


Neither Stratford upon Avon, nor Shottery, 
are in the Dioceſe of Lichfield, but in that of 
Worceſter ; and therefore all Account of this 
Affair ſhall be here omitted. 4 

e 
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De QUAKER'S Charge. 


1700. John Buſh of Little Harborough was 
proſecuted for Tythes, at t the Suit of Henry 
Walker, Parſon. 


The IN coMBENTs Dibtarge. 


The great Tythes of Little Harborough, in 
the Pariſh of Newbold ſuper Avon, ſince the 
Incloſure had been conſtantly paid till the 
Year 1689, when John Buſh, a Quaker, 
[then Tenant to Sir William * bon for 
part of that Eſtate] refuſing to ihe ſame, 
Mr. Henry Walker [then Vicar 1 forced 
to exhibit his Bill in ſbe Court of Exchequer, 
and (the Cauſe coming to hearing) had the 
Decree of the faid Court for the faid Tythe. 


N. B. This is a Paragraph taken out of a 
Writing left by the ſaid Mr. Walker to his 
Succeſſor, to inform him concerning the 
Rights of the Vicarage of Newbo/d, writ- 
ten with his own Hand. Witneſs, 


April 14, 1738. James PowELL, 
Curate of Great Har- 
borough. 
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Extra? po the Regiſtry f the Court 7 
Exchequer. 


WAR WICKSHIRE. 


Ne, 86. Hilary Term, 11th King Wil- 
liam 3d. Henry Walker Clerk, Vicar of 
Newbold in the ſaid County, exhibited his 
Bill againſt Sir William Boughton, Bart. John 
Buſh, and three other Defendants, thereby 
charging, that the ſaid Sir W. illiam, or the 
ſaid Jobn Buſh, had for ſeveral Years laſt paſt, 
and particularly John Buſh had for two Years 
laſt paſt, occupied ſeven Yard-Lands in the 
faid Pariſh, for which the ſaid Sir William, or 
the Occupier, by antient Compoſition with the 
Plaintiff's Predeceſſors, were to pay yearly 
for the Tythes ariſing thereon 2 J. 45. 6 d. 
for every Yard-Land except one. That the 
ſaid John Buſh had likewiſe for ſeveral Years 
laſt paſt, to wit, 1693,--94--95--96--97--98 
and 1099, occupied ſeveral other Tythable 
Lands in the faid Pariſh, for which there was 

due to the Plaintiff, as Vicar, the third Parr 
= Eafter-Offerings, Oblations and Ob- 
ventions, and that he kept i in the ſaid Pariſh 
eight Milch Cows, and 200 Sheep, and had 
yearly fallen 8 Calves, and had yeaned about 
100 Lambs, and clipped about 200 Fleeces 


of Wool; each Calf worth about 125. each 
Fleece 
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F leece worth about 4 5. the Tythes of Calves, 
Lambs, and Wool, worth about 50 J. year- 
. and that he had had, and kept in the ſaid 
Pariſh, ſeveral other Tythable Things yearly 
worth 51, each Year. 


There is no Anſwer to this Ball. therefore 
there could be no Determination ; but if the 


Defendant John Buſh was ſent to Goal, it 
muſt be on an Attachment, or ſome other 


Proceſs of Contempt, for not putting in his 
Anſwer. * by, 


April 25, 173 8. J. Tromson, 
Keeper of the Records 
of the 1 


1701. The ProGontion of Fobn Aſtley of 
Tanworth, by Villiam Malins Clerk, be- 
longs to another Diaceſe, [ viz. that of Mor- 
ceſter] and therefore the Charge and Diſ- 


charge of it are here omitted. 


The QUAKER's Charge. 


1704. Robert Arpe was proſecuted in the 
Exchequer for a Demand of about 23 5s. for 
Tythes, at the Suit of Charles Maimorigbt 


Prieſt. 


The 
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De Diſcharge of the ſame. 
- Extradt of the Records of the Court of Ex- 


cnequer. 


Ne. 16. Mich. Charlie Mika 


3* Anne. 


ö wright Clerk, Vicar of Auſtrey Com. War. 


exhibited his Bill againſt Robert Erpe, [not 
 Arpe| Fobn Heyfield, Jane Robinſon, and 

Richard Gadſby, ſetting forth, that he had 
been Inducted into the ſaid Vicarage about 
16 Years, and ought to have received the 
Tythes of Hay, and ſmall Tythes ; that the 
ſaid Robert had yearly during all that time 
depaſtured within the ſaid Pariſh 7 Milch 
Cows and 80 Sheep, had yearly fallen 5 
Calves, and had yearly yeaned about 40 
Lambs, and had yearly ſheared 80 Fleeces 
of Wool, each Calf worth 2 s. 8 d. each 


Lamb 2 s. 6 d. and each Fleece 2 5. had 


during the ſaid time yearly kept Hens and 


Bees, the Eggs, Honey and Wax, valued at 


10 5. each Year, and that he had yearly ſe- 
veral other Tythable Matters not above- men- 
tioned, valued at 10 5. each Year for all the 
time aforeſaid. 


Above is the Subſtance of the Bill IH far 


as it relates to Robert Erpe, to which there 


is no Anſwer, and therefore if the Defendant 
was further proſecuted or impriſoned, it muſt 
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be for his Contempt in not Apr to or 
Aniveering the ſaid Bill. 


Joan THOMSON, Keeper of 
the Records. 


The QUAKE R's Charge. 


1705. Jane Robinſon of Auſtrey, Widow, 
was proſecuted in the Exchequer for Tythes, 
at the Suit of Charles Wainwright Prieſt. 

The Parſon's Demand was for Tythes of 
Apples Sc. 25. 8 d. and of Bees, 8 d. The 

r Widow was committed to Warwick- 
Goal, and lay there about nine Months. 


The IncumpenT' s Diſcharge. 


The Diſtance of the Time having effaced 
the Memory of Particulars, the moſt that 
can be remember'd is, that an Ejectment was 

1erved on Fane Robinſon, a Quaker, (whether 
in the Year mentioned in the Charge is un- 
certain) by the Order of Mr. Wainwright, 
the «lic eau of Auſtrey at that Time, 
ſince dead, and in Default of Appearance, 
ſhe was committed, and continued in War- 
27cþ-Goal for forme Time; but concerning 
the Conſequence of it, no Information can 
be given by the Perſons applied to. 

NV. B. In the Pariſh of Monks-Kirby, Jaac 


Whitehead a * has been indebted to me 
theſe 


(WE 
theſe nine Years (the whole Time I have 
been upon the Living) for ſmall Tythes to 
the Value of 45s. and has never had any 
Moleſtation from me, except that of regular- 
ly demanding them. 


March 3 1. 1738. J. Key, Vicar of 
N Auſtrey. 


Extract . the Regiſiry of the Court 7 


Exchequer. 


WARWICKSHIRE. 


Ne. 16. A Bill was brought Mich. 30. 
Anne by Charles Wainwright, Vicar of Au- 
ffrey Com. War. againſt Fane Robinſon and 
| . other Defendants for Tythe-Hay and 
all Sort of ſmall Tythes for fourteen Vears 
then laſt paſt; each Defendant therein was 
charged to have had yearly, beſides their 
Tythe-Hay, ſeven Milch Cows, from which 
they had yearly five Calves, each Calf worth 
26. 8 d. Eighty Sheep, from which they each 
had forty Lambs yearly, each Lamb worth 
2 5. 6d. and each Fleece of Wool worth 2 5. 
And all the other ſmall Tythes not above- 
mentioned were valued at 10s. from each 
Defendant in each Year. 
There was no Anſwer to this Bill; fo that 
if the Defendant was impriſoned, it muſt be 
on an Attachment or other Proceſs of Con- 

F 2 tempt 
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tempt for her Obſtinacy in not putting in her 
Anſwer. 


J. Tnonsod, Keeper of the Records 
of the Exchequer. | 


1707. Stephen Scotten and ſeveral others of 
Coventry were, in the Nyaker's Charge, proſe- 
cuted for a Church-Rate at the Suit of the 
Wardens, and therefore the Diſcharge is here 
omitted, the ſaid Proſecution not having been 
carried on by any Clergyman for Tythes, &c. 


The QuaxeR's Charge. 


1707. Joſeph Palmer of Radway was pro- 
ſecuted for 9/7. 45s. 44. demanded for two 
Years Tythes, and put to about twenty 
Pounds Charges, but died, the Suit de- 


pendin g. 


The Ix M BEN T's Diſcharge. 


If this Caſe, as ſtated, was ſuggeſted with 
an Intention to add to the Odium lately 
thrown upon the Parochial Clergy, the 
Charge is mere Calumny, and highly injuri- 
ous to the Memory of my Predæceſſor Mr. 
Hughes the then Vicar of the Place, who 
during the Time that he was Incumbent, 
which was near thirty Years, was never 

known 
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known to have ſued a Quaker in any of his 
Majeſty's Courts. But when any of that 
Perſwaſion obſtinately or clandeſtinely carried 
oft the Tythes as ſoon as ſevered, he com- 
monly made himſelf amends by taking from 
their Stock, what was judged by one or more 
of the N eighbours to be an Equivalent. And 
this Method I am forced to uſe with ſome 
few of them at preſent. That there was 
ſuch a Perſon as Joſeph Palmer living in Rad- 
way about the Year 1707, is very well re- 
member'd by ſeveral of the Pariſhioners, as 
likewiſe that he was a Perſon of an obſtinate 
litigious Temper, who when he came into 
the Poſſeſſion of his Paternal Eſtate, refuſed 
to ſubmit to the quiet Payment of his Tythes, 
though his Father had done it for many 
Vears before him; and thereupon was ſued, 
but not by the Vicar of Radway, as ſeems to 
be inſinuated, but by Mr. Smith of Northend 
in the Pariſh of Burton-. Daſſet, the Lay-Im- 
propriator of the great Tythes of that Pariſh ; 
ſome Part of the Common-Field, and of the 
very Town of Radway, lying in the Pariſh and 
Tything of Burton-Daſſet; and of which, I 
preſume, Fojeph Palmer's Eſtate was parcel. 
It cannot well be expected, confidering the 
Length of Time ſince this happened, and the 
diſtance we are at from his Majeſty's Courts, 
that the Pariſhioners ſhould remember what 
was the Iſſue of this Suit, or what the Ex- 
pences were, which Palmer- brought upon 
himſelf 


(9 
himſelf by this Means, as likewiſe whether 
he happened to die during the Proſecution ; 
nor indeed do I think it at all material. 


Sept. 5. 1737. Joun Lane, : 
_ | Vicar of Radway. 


It appears by a Letter of Mrs. Elizabeth 
Smith, dated Northend, Fune 3. 1738, that, 
by the beſt Information ſhe could get, the 
faid Suit was begun by her Father Mr. Smith 
a Lay-Impropriator, and not by any Clergy- 
man; which Lay-Impropriator is dead, and 
the Tythes are now fallen into other Hands. 


Extract of the Court of Exchequer. 


No Bill was filed there againſt Yoſep 
' AE Te 
J. THomsoNn, Keeper of the Records. 


The QUAKERS Charge. 


1714. Sarah Moore and Mary Strank, 
Servant-Maids, were proſecuted in the Eccle- 
fiaſtical Court for Eaſter-Offerings, at the 
Suit of the Parſon of the Pariſh of Har- 
' + | = : 
Theſe poor Servants were obliged to take a 
Journey of near thirty Miles to appear at 
Lichfield according to their Citations : The 

| Parſon's 
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Parſon's Proctor, ſeeing them there, made no 
Return of the Proceſs. | 


The IncumBenT's Diſcharge, 


I believe Sarab Moore and Mary Strank 
might be cited down to Lichfizld for not 
paying their Offerings, and perhaps in the 
Year 17 14; but it being fo long ſince, I ne- 
ver did expect to hear any farther about it. 
I acknowledge that the two Perſons above- 
named might go to Lichfield, and might be 
at ſome Expence in going there, but as for 
any Fees there were none paid, and as for 
Offerings I never received any from that 
Time to this of either of the Parties, though 
Sarah Moore lived ſeveral Years a Servant in 
the Pariſh, and is married at Harbury at this 
Time, and having examined her, ſhe will at- 
teſt the ſame; ſo that I hope this cannot be 
called any Perſecution, but rather an Indul- 
gence in ſuffering myſelf to be deprived of 
my Right for ſo many Years; and for the 
_ reſt of the Qyakers, I go on in the moſt gen- 
tle Method I can, by ſummoning them be- 
fore two Juſtices of the Peace, according to 
the Directions of an Act of Parliament made 
for the more eaſy Recovery of ſmall Tythes. 
There was no Return of the Proceſs, and 
there was nothing done againſt them. 

2 12,1737. WILLIAM CHARNLEY, 

Vicar of Harbury. 


The 
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The QUAKER's Charge. 


1715. John Biſſel of Fu Iforth-Heath was 
proſecuted in the Exchequer for Tythes, at 
the Suit of Andrew Archer Parſon of So- 
Iybull. 
John Biſell was proſecuted for a Demand 
of about 21/. for two Years great, and ten 
Vears ſmall Tythes: He was committed to 
Priſon on the 28th of the Month called Ja- 
nuary 1715, and lay there about Se 
Weeks. 


The IncuMBENT's Dijſcbarge. 


To the Quabers Charge againſt Dr. Archer 

no more need be ſaid than that a Debt of 
217. was not recoverable by the Acts made 
in the 7th and 8th Years of King William 
the Third. However, upon the beſt Enqui- 
ry I can make into the Caſe betwixt him and 
John Biſſell the Quaker, I find that as the 
Doctor was a good-natured Man, ſo John 
Biſſell was the direct contrary. The Doctor, 
as it appears, did for eight Years together do 
himſelf what Right he could as to the Great 
Tythes, though Biſſell would not ſet them 
out, bearing with him all the while for his 
Subſtraction of the Small Tythes. Encoura- 
ged by this Forbearance of the Doctor, Bi, 


fel „ for the two laſt Vears to carry 
off 
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off the whole Crop. This was a Loſs the 
Doctor could not bear, and thereupon proſe- 
cuted him in the Exchequer, becauſe it lay 
not in the Power of the Juſtices of the Peace 
to do him right. Edward Snape, an aged 
Man and a Quaker, tells me that the Doctor 
was ſo far from bearing an ill Will to B/ ell, 
that he rejoyced as much at Bell's Delive- 
rance out of Priſon as Biſſell himſelf, and ſet 
him an Eſtate which he held to the Day of his 
Death. This Eſtate I am aſſured was that 
on which Bell lived, and was bought by 
the Doctor, and Biſell was continued Te- 
nant for the Prevention of future 1 


Seßt 7. 1737. EpwARD WELCH Ax, 
9 7 | Rector of SH 


Extract from the Court of Exchequer. 
WARWICKSHIRE. 


N.. 9. A Bill was brought Mich. 2. Geo. 1ſt, 
by Andrew Archer D. D. Rector of Solybu!, 
Com. War. againſt Fohn Biſſell for great and 


ſmall Tythes — the Year 1706 to 1715, 
both incluſive of the great Tythes valued at 
10 J. one Year, another Year 4 /. ſome other 
Years at 40s. and ſome at 205. a Year, and 
the Herbage-Tythes moſtly at 405. a Year, 
except for a Year or two at 205. and all the 

G other 


(5⁰ 
other | ſmall — at 10 J. for the whole 


Time. 


i There was no Anſwer to this Bill. 


J. Tnonsox, Keeper of the Records, 


The Qꝝ Ak ER's Charge. 


IF 17. Tobias Edwards was proſecuted in 
the Exchequer, at the Suit of 5 amuel Cart, 
Tythe-Farmer. 

Tobias Edwards was committed to War- 
wick-Goal on the 1 7th of the Month called 
May 1718, and died — his Impriſon- 
ment, 


The INCUMBENT's Diſcharge. 


Tobias Edwards lived in the Borough of 
Warwick, and ſo was not bound to attend a 
Summons by Juſtices of the County, in which, 
and not in the Borough, the Tythes ſubſtract- 
ed did ariſe. Another Circumſtance 1s, that 
Edwards menaced him I. e. S. Carte, Tythe- | 
Farmer] to ſue him and ſome Workmen for 
a Treſpaſs in taking away ſome Hay for 
Tythe due in a former Year. An Action of 
— Sort would lye, and be defenceleſs at 
| Common-Law ; ſo that he was under a Ne- 
| _ ceſſityof applying to the Court of Exchequer 
in order to obtain an Injunction to ſtay Suit at 

Common 
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Law, which he apprehended was intended to 

be held as a Rod over his Head, in caſe he 
had taken any other Meaſure. 

The Conſequence was, that Edwards not 
anſwering, an Attachment iſſued, and as he 
lived within the Liberty of Warwzick, he was 
taken to Goal there, but he was not confined 
as a cloſe Priſoner; for whereas his Houſe 
ſtood near the Brook which divides the Town- 
ſhip of Warwick and Tachbrook, my Son Ii. e. 
S. Carte, a Layman, Tythe-Farmer by Leaſe] 
himſelf ſaw him there in his Way to War- 
wick, The Proceſs indeed continued upon 
him till his Death. He never anſwered, and 
the whole Tythe was loſt. 


Sept. 22. 1737. Samver CarTE, 
| Prebendary of Tachbrooke, 


Tobias Edwards lived within the Liberty of 
the Borough of Warwick at Ford-MAill ſtand- 
ing upon a ſmall Stream or Brook called the 
Lea, which ſeparates the Pariſh of Tachbrook 
from the Pariſh of St. Nicholas in Warwick. 
The Church of Tachbrook is appropriated 
to a Prebend in the Cathedral-Church of 
Lichfield, which Prebend has uſually been 
leaſed out by the Incumbents thereof. Some 
Time before the Death of the late Queen 
Anne, the Leaſe of the Prebend (then ſubſiſt- 
ing) became veſted in Dame Frances Bagolt, 
Wife of Sir Edward Bagott of Blithfield in - 

| . 8 Z Staffori- 
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Staffordſhire Baronet, who was alſo poſſeſſed 
of a large Eſtate in Land in the ſaid Pariſh of 
Tachbrook, part of which (lying contiguous 
to the Brook Lea) was ſet to Edwards toge- 
ther with the Prebendal Tythes ariſing out of 
the Parcels ſet or leaſed to him.—On the 
Death of Lady Bagott, Samuel Carte became 
Tenant to the Prebend, and thereupon Tho- 


mas Bodington (the Bayliff to the Bagott-Fa- 


mily} informed Carte of the Contract with 
Edwards concerning the Tythes ariſing from 
the Parcels of his Farm, and Carte was wil- 
ling to let Edwards enjoy his Tythes under 
the Rents which he had taken them at from 
Lady Bagott; in conſequence of which Bo- 
dington paid to Carte the Rent payable for the 
Tythes for the Year 1714, for which Carte 


gave a Receipt to Bodington, but was after- 


wards informed that Edwards refuſed to re- 
imburſe Bodington for the ſame. 


Thereupon Carte had recourſe to Edwards 
perſonally, who (on Diſcourſe with Carte) 
ſaid to him, If thee haſt more Right to the 


* Tythe than 1 have, thee mayſt come and 
take it,” or to that Effect; from whence 
Carte inferred a Liberty of taking in Kind 


any Tythe which might thereafter be paya- 


ble for the Parcels in the Tenure of Edwards, 
and directed his Workmen and Servants to ſet 


out and inn the ſame, which they according- 
ly attempted, and Edwards or his Servants for 


ſome Time allowed of, at leaſt did not con- 


tradict ; 


2 
» £ 
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tradict; but at length the outward Gate to 
the Grounds of Edwards was locked, and the 
Tythe with-held, and Carte was given to un- 
derſtand that he and his Servants had been 
Treſpaſſers upon Edwards, and as ſuch was 
ſubject to an Action at his Suit. This was of- 
ficiouſly notified to Carte in the Lane or 
High-Road leading to the Town of J/Varwick 
by a Brother of Tobias Edwards lying then at 
the Ram-Alehouſe over againſt Ford. Mill. 
And Carte then thought, and ſtill believes, it 
was deſigned as a Menace of a Suit in caſe he 
made any ſubſequent Attempt for obtaining 
his Tythes, and thereupon reſolved to ſeek 
Redreſs in a legal Method ; but previouſly to 
any Attempt for that Purpoſe, he particularly 
conſidered the Act of Parliament for enabling 
a Recovery of Tythes from 2yaters before 
Juſtices of the Peace, and after ſuch Conſi- 
deration thought it doubtful at leaſt whether 
he could obtain any Relief under ſuch Act; 
the whole Pariſh of Tachbrook lying within, 
and being ſubject to, the Juriſdiftion of the 
Juſtices for the County of Warwick, from 
which the Reſiants in the Town and Liberty 
of Warwick were by Charter exempted, and 
Juſtices appointed for the Borough with a 
Power to hold Quarter-Seſſions for the Diſtrict 
thereof; for which Reaſon, and for avoiding 
the Effect of the Menaces, Carte filed his 
Bill in the Exchequer, thereby praying an In- 
| 3 to * a Suit upon the Treſpaſs, 

as 
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as alſo an Account for the Tythes with-held. 


To which Bill Edwards — and a Co- 
y thereof was taken for the Uſe of Edwards; 


but he refuſed, or at leaſt neglected, to put in 


his Anſwer, or want of which an Attach- 


ment was iſſued as is uſual in Caſes of Con- 
tempt. Edwards was taken upon the Attach- 
ment, and refuſing to give Bail thereto, the 
Sheriff's Officer carried him to the Coun ty- 
Goal. And Carte believes it may be true, 


that the Effect of the Attachment did conti- - 


nue in ſome Degree till the Death of Ead- 


wards; but he alſo believes, that notwith- 


ſtanding the Attachment, Edwards was not 
ſtrictly confined in Priſon, Carte having had 


frequent Occaſion of going from Tachbrook to 


Warwick, after the Attachment ſerved upon 
Edwards as well as before, and by reaſon 
thereof he has ſometimes ſeen Edwards at or 
near his Dwelling-Houſe by Ford-Mill, with- 
out any Keeper; (for ought Carte could diſ- 


cover at the Times of ſeeing him.) HO. 


ever, Carte waved any Proceedings for an 
Order to have the Bill taken Pro Confeſſo, the 


Suit abated by the Death of Edwards, and 
Carte has never received any Satisfaction ei- 


ther for the Tythes with-held or for his Coſts 
of Suit. 


SAMUEL CARTE, Attorney. 


Signed in the Preſence of 
Jo. GRAY. 


| CrarLEs F. GARACH, Feb. 1737: 
There 


Is” 


(6 
There is no Record of the ſaid Proſecu- 
tion to be found now as filed in the Ex- 
2 


SamverL CARTE; Attorney; 


The Quaren' 8 Charge: 


1724. Wilkam Proud was proſecuted in 
the Eccleſiaſtical Court for Tythes, at the 
Suit of Edward Fackſon; Parſon of the Pa- 
riſh of Fellſbill. William Proud was excom- 
municated on or about the 27th of Decem- 
ber 1724. 


We Incumbent” 8 Diſcharge. 


The Suit againſt William Proud, of the 
Pariſh of Poleſhill [not Pellſhill] in the 
County of the City of Coventry, was not 
commenced in the Eccleſiaſtical Court till 
Application had been fit made to the Juſ- 
tices of the Peace for the ſaid County, who 
abſolutely refuſed to give the Vicar of the 
| ſaid Pariſh any Relief upon the Statute for 
the more eaſy Recovery of ſmall Tythes, 
intimating withal, that the Qyakters were 
their very good F riends upon certain Occa- 
ſions. The ſaid William Proud was excom- 
municated for obſtinately refuſing to appear 
to the ſaid Suit ; and thereupon a Writ de 


C CO- 
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excommunicato capiendo was iſſued out of his 
Majeſty's High-Court of Chancery. The faid 
Vicar, having waited ſometime in hopes of 
Satisfaction for his Tythes unjuſtly ſubſtract- 
cd, did not impriſon the ſaid William Proud, 
but fat down with the loſs of all his Tythes, 
as well as Expences, which together amount- 
ed to the value of ten Pounds. Witneſs my 


Hand, 


" 17} ___EpwaRD Jackson, 
Vicar [not Parſon or Rector 
of ens gi 


Extract frm the c if the Court of 
5 Lichfield, + 


Wilkam 8 Was FP” in the 8 


ſtical Court at Lichfield for Tythes due to the = 


Reverend Mr. Edward Fackfn Clerk, Vicar 
of Foleſhill ; and upon his refuſing to give a 
common Appearance, even from the 3d of 
November, to the firſt of December following, 
he was decreed excommunicate, and a Writ 
de excommunicato capiendo was afterwards 

procured againſt him; but the Borough- 
Juſtices of Coventry refuſing to grant their 
Warrant, Mr. Zackfon was obliged to pay all 
his own Colts, and loſe his TI 


EpwarD SHORT, Chapter-Clerk. 
The 
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The Quaxzr's Charge. 


1726. Francis Bradford of King ry was 
proſecuted i in the Exchequer for Tythes, at 
the Suit of Fames Sherman Parſon of H igh- 


| bam in the County of Leiceſter. 


bas N. B. Though the Proſecution of Francis 
| Bradford the Quaker by Mr. Sherman, was 
- for Tythes in the Pariſh of Higham in 


Leiceſterſhire, and therefore not in the 


| Dioceſe of Lichfield, yet ſince the faid 

Quaker was of Kingſbury in the Dioceſe 
of Lichfield, and fince Mr. Sherman is 
likewiſe Miniſter of Weddington, a neigh- 
bouring Pariſh in the Diocef: of Lichfie ld; 
and again, ſince the ſaid Mr. Sherma ha s 
been deſirous that the Account of his Proſe- 
cution of F. Bradford ſhould be publiſhed; 
it is thought proper, in conſequence of the 
general Deſign of theſe Papers, vg. the 
Vindication of the Parochial 8 to 
annex as follows 


The IN cuMBENT's Diſcharge. 


The manner of my Proceedings with 
Francis Bradford cannot, I hope, be thought 
either unjuſt, unreaſonable, or ſevere, ſo as 


to be cauſe of juſt Complaint. The Cafe was 
b H „ 
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thus; after ſome Years Forbearance with 
him for Tythes due to me, and after Appli- 
cation to him ſeveral times in the moſt fair 
and friendly manner I could contrive for the 
- Payment of the ſame to no purpoſe, I was 
forced to prefer a Bill in the Court of Ex- 
. chequer, amongſt others, for the Recovery of 
them.Sometime after theſe Proceedingsagainſt 
him he came to me, and told me he could not 
in conſcience pay the Money under the No- 
tion of Tythes, but it might be that he might 
give as good a thing; (which to my beſt re- 
membrance were his own words) he cryed 
to me, and complained that J perſecuted his 
| Conſcience ; which moved me ſo far as to 
conſent to leave the Payment of my Tythe 
to him, whether he would pay me or not in 
any way, if he would pay the Coſt of Law- 

Charges that I had been at, which he pro- 
miſed to do, and went away with great Joy 
and Satisfaction, and thankful Acknowledg- 
ment of my great Kindneſs to him therein. 
But in a few Days after, he ſent his Son to 
- acquaint me, that upon ſecond thoughts he 
could not in conſcience pay the Law-Charges, 
which he thought would be as bad as paying 
the Tythe; ack then finding that he began 
to grow thus upon me, and being unwilling 
to loſe my Debt and Charges too, I proceed- 
ed againſt him, and recovered both in ſome 
meaſure, as moſt Law-ſuitsare attended with 
ſome lok, as mine was, had I had my juſt 
| Dues 
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Dues without Trouble and Charge. This 


you will not think any ſevere Proceeding with 
him, fince I had no other way to recover the 


juſt Rights of the Church, of which I am 


but a Steward for the time being ; and as the 
Providence of God had placed me in that Sta- 
tion, I thought it was required of me to be 
faithful in this Affair. 5 


. Jas SHERMAN, 
7 Miniſter of Higham in Lei- 


_ ceſterſhire, and of Weddington 


in HY arwickſhire. 


Extract from the Court of the Exchequer. 
Leiceſt. Ne. 53. A Bill was brought 


Mich. 12 Geo. 1/t. by James Sherman Rec- 


tor of Higham Com. Leiceſt. againſt Francis 
Bradford, and five other Defendants, who 
are generally charged to have been Oceupiers 
. of Lands, and to have had great and ſmall 
Tythes in the ſaid Pariſh from January 1719, 
to the filing of the Bill, and there is a parti- 
cular Charge on Defendant Bradford for the 
great and ſmall Tythes ariſing from Mich. 
1723, to Lady-day 1724, on Rowden-Farm, 
occupied by him for that time, containing 
160 Acres, eighty Acres whereof are Paſ- 
ture ; great and ſmall Tythes were demand- 
ed from each Defendant from Fanuary 1719, 
being the time of the Death of the laſt In- 

| H 2 ___ een 


TY 
eumbent, to the time of filing the Bil, but 


no Value was ſet on the Tythes. 
No Anſwer was put in to this Bill. 


J. Tromson, Keeper of the Records. 


27. What is faid of the Proſecution . of 
1 Overton, at the Suit of George Ham- 
mond, Rector of Hampton Lucy, belongs to 
another Dioceſe, namely, that of Worceſter, 
and therefore the and Diſcharge are 
here omitted. 


27. What is ſaid of the Proſecution of 
Elizabeth Lucas Widow, at the Suit of 
George Hammond, Rector of Hampton-Lucy, 
belongs to another Dioceſe, namely, that of 
Worceſter, and therefore the Charge and Diſ- 
charge are here om itted. 


1735. And the Proſecution of 2 Brad- 
ford of King ſbury, at the Suit of the Wardens, 
was for Church-Rates, and not for Tythes, 
and therefore the Charge and Diſcharge : are 
here omitted. | 


 (@p 
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CONCLUSION. 
" Aving thus finiſhed my. Enquiries in- 
H to all the Proſecutions of the u,, 
=. I ers by Clergymen in the Dioceſe of 
Lichfield. and Coventry, for forty Years. toge- 
ther, that have been publickly complained of 
by thoſe of that Se, as far as the Facts al- 
ledged, during ſo great a Retroſpect, are ca- 
pable of being examined, either by Anſwers 
returned from the ſeveral Incumbents con- 
cerned, if living; or from their Succeſſors, 
though with ſome Diſadvantage in point of 
Information both of Motives and Facts, at 
ſuch a Diſtance of Time; or from the 
Keepers of the Records now extant in the Ec- 
cleſiaſtical, Exchequer, and other Courts, re- 
lating to Suits for Demands recoverable by the 
Acts of the 7th and 8th of King William III. 
for the more eaſy Recovery of Tythes, &c. it is 
highly proper, if not neceſſary, to ſtate the 
Reſult of the whole Enquiry, which will 
clearly ariſe from the following Calculation. 
In the Dioceſe of Lichſield and Coven- 
Fry there are about four hundred 
Cures of Souls, vig. Rectories, Vi-) 400 
carages, Perpetual Curacies, and 
Chapelries. 


15. 


— 


The 
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The 92yaker-Proſecutions complain ed of- 
in the Counties belonging in whole or 30 
in part to the faid Dioceſe are _ 


Out of which are to be deducted the 
following Proſecutions, as not car- 
ried on by Clergymen of the faid 
Dioceſe, but by Others; VIS, Tythe- 
Farmers. 

Chu rch-Wardens, for Church- Rates. 

Pariſh-Clerks, for Wages ——— 

A Lay-Impropriator. 

Several Perſons complained of in the 
ſame Counties who do not belong to 
the Dioceſe of Lichfield but to other 4 


Dioceſes. 


mW Un On 


18 
There therefore remain twelve Proſecu- 
tions to be conſidered as charged 1 12 
| the Clergy of the ſaid Dioceſe. - 


Which from the foregoing Enquiries | 
are to be thus accounted for. v/2. 


Suits for Tythes and Dues not cogniza- ) 
ble by Juſtices of the Peace, with 
| regard either to Value or Length * 
Time, according to the Acts of the 
"ph and 8th of King William III. 


5 See p. 33, 41, 43, 48, 58. e Do btful 
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Doubtful whether cognizable by 2 35 


des or not. — 
Though cognizable by Juſtices, yet ab- 
ſeolutely refuſed to be determined 8 ＋ 
them, upon due Application to them 
Caſes cognizable by Juſtices, in which 
other Courts were legally * to. 2 30 


12 

From this Computation it appears, that 
only three Proſecutions of the Quabers are 

clearly chargeable on the Clergy of the Dio- 
ceſe of Lichfield and Coventry, for the Space 
of forty Years, as carried on in other Courts, 
when the Clergy might poflibly have reco- 
vered their Rights by Application to Juſtices 
of the Peace. 

And here Equity requires that it be conſi- 
dered, in the way of Alleviation and Abate- 
ment of theſe and other Charges of the Qua- 
_ kers on the Clergy, that ſeveral Clergymen of 
the ſaid Dioceſe have uſed great Indulgence 
to and Forbearance with the Qyakers for 
many Vears together; that ſeveral of them 
have made no Application at all to any Courts 

whatſoever, nor filed any Bill in them, for 
the Recovery of their Rights; and that ſeve- 
ral of them, who properly began to vindicate 
their Rights in different Courts, by filing 


wt - 3 + > 5. F See. p. 55. 
Il See p. 21, 30, 47. : i 


Bills 
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Bills in them, have carried their Proſecutions 


no farther, but dropped their Pretenſions ra- 


ther than be ſeemingly ſevere, and for Peace- 


fake acquieſced in the loſs of their Tythes, 
and ſometimes paid their own Coſts, A 
conſiderable Number of Inſtances of the 


 ſelf-denying Kind might be ſpecified in this 


Examination, which are more than a Balance 


to the Quakers Complaints of the Clergy in 


% 


this Dioceſe, even thongh the three Caſes 


that appear doubtful, namely, for want of 
more Evidence, were added to the other 


three that poſſibly were cognizable by Juſti- 
ces of the Peace, agreeably to the Ads of the 


7th and 8th of King William III. But ſince 
the foregoing Examination is reduced to ſo 
ſmall a Compaſs, and therefore is eaſily con- 
ſulted by any competent Reader, I rather 
chuſe to * refer him to the particular Facts 
here examined, for the Uſe of his own Judg- 


ment on the ſeveral Charges and Diſcharges 
as compared together, than to tire him with 
a long Deduction of them. And I doubt 
not but, upon a Review of theſe Papers, all 
unprejudiced Perſons will bring in their Ver- 


dict in favour of the Clergy of the Dioceſe 
of Lichfield and Coventry, as wrongfully ac- 
cuſed of repeated Vexation and Oppreſſion 


by the 2yakers, and as honourably acquitted 


upon an impartial Tryal. 
® See p. 43, 47, 58, and elſewhere. 


